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CONFIDEMTIALITY NOTICE : THE MATERIAL IN THIS FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION ARE PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL AND 
ARE THE PROPERTY OF THE SENDER. THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE MATERIAL IS PRIVILEGED AND IS 
INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL(S) NAMED BELOW, IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, BE 
ADVISED THAT ANY UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE. COPYING, DISTRIBUTION OR THE TAKING OF ANY ACTION IN 
RELIANCE ON THE CONTENTS OF THIS MATERIAL IS STRICTUY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS FACSIMILE 
TRANSMISSION IN ERROR. PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY US BY TELEPHONE TO ARRANGE FOR RETURN OF THE 
FORWARDED DOCUMENTS TO US. 



PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING PAGE(S) TO: 

Name Company 
1 . Examiner Stefenos Karmis U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



From: John F. Hoffman 



Fax No. 
571-273-8300 
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Dates August 30. 2006 



Comments: 



Re: U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 10/089,504 
Filed: July 29, 2002 
Inventor: Peter Brune et al 

Title: METHOD FOR CHARGIN INTERNET SERVICES 

VIA A IVIOBILE TELEPHONE 
Group Art No. 3624 

Transmitted herewith is a Request for Reconsideration In the above- 
identified application which Is responsive to the Office Action dated 
June 2, 2006. 



Return To: N. Wappes 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



TC/A.U. 
Examiner 
Atty. Docket No. 
Customer No, 



Appl. No. 
Applicant 
Filed 
Title 



1 0/089,504 Confirmation No, 9383 

Peter Brune et al 
July 29, 2002 

METHOD FOR CHARGING INTERNET SERVICES 

VIA A MOBILE TELEPHONE 

3624 

Stefanos Karmis 

RBL087 

0832 



REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 



This is responsive to the Office Action dated Jime 2, 2006, 

It is requested that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of the claims for 
the reasons set forth below. 

Claim 1 calls for "opening a micropayment account at a bank, where the payment 
gateway and micropayment account are continuously synchronized by means of matching the 
databases*'. As argued in previous responses, 0*Neil fails to teach the step of opening a 
ynicropavment account at a hatsV wherein the payment gateway and the micropayment account 
are continuously synchronized by means of matching the databases. In the Office Action dated 
May 19, 2005, the Examiner refers to column 9, lines 29-42, column 14, lines 46-65, and column 
10. lines 20-23, as support for the opening of a bank micropayment account and tlie continuous 
synchronization tiiereof with the payment gateway. However, O'Neil at column 9, lines 29-42, 
discusses depositing the value of a prepaid telephone service in the subscriber's account by 
means of a prepaid telephone service card and the ability for the subscriber to obtain additional 
credit if the subscriber is still qualified. It also discloses that the subscriber may use a dial-in 
voice response unit or Internet station to authoriae an alternate payment source, such as a credit 
or debit bank accoxmt, to pay costs associated with fliture or past telephone services. However, 
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even if one were to characterize tlie credit or debit bank account as a "micropayment account", 
which would be incorrect in the context of the present application, tliere is no continuous 
synchronization between this account and the payment gateway by matching the respective 
databases becaxise all that is being done is to permit the system to debit the cost of the call from a 
debit bank account without the preceding step of reserving a certain amount of money in the 
micropayment account via the payment gateway as authorized by the user to the provider as 
further called for m Claim 1 . Note that Claim 1 calls for reserving a certain amount in the 
miciopavment account and not simply giving access to the bank debit account to a billing 
system. The Examiner refers to column 14, lines 46-65 as suppon in CNeil for the "reserving" 
step of Claim 1. But this portion of O^Neil clearly discloses a prepaid account balance or credit 
limit in the billing system itself rather than a certain amount being reserved in a micropayment 

account at a fiaTilr 

In the most recent Office Action, the Examiner makes reference to colunm 8, lines 1-43, 
of O'Neil, but this particular portion of O'Neil describes the billing system itself and fails to 
disclose a micropayment account at an actual bank diat is continuously synchronized with the 
payment gateway* 

Claim 1 further calls for the payment gateway canceling the reserved certain transaction 
amount upon a micropayment account being debited up to the certain transaction amount and 
crediting the provider. Not only does CNeil not disclose reserving a certain amount in a 
micropayment account at a bank but it also &ils to disclose the step of canceling the respective 
reserved amount. 

Since neither O^Neil nor Langseth et al singly or in combination discloses the steps set 
forth in Claim 1 » it is submitted that the subject matter of Claim I is neither anticipated nor 
rendered obvious by the prior art of record. It is therefore requested that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw the rejection of the claims and pass the application to issue. 

The undersigned intends to contact the Examiner to schedule a telephone interview once 
this response has been filed and the Examiner has bad an opportunity to consider the previous 
rejection in light of the arguments set forth above. However^ if the Examiner in the meantime 
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has questions or suggestions regarding possible amendments to the claims, it is requested that he 



telephone the undersigned at 260-460-1692 



JFH/nw 

BAKER & DANIELS LLP 
1 1 1 East Wayne Street, Suite 800 
Fort Wayne, IN 46802 
Telephone: 260-424-SOOO 
Facsimile: 260-460-1700 



Respectfully submitted. 
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